
368 NEW BOOKS.

Bradley, whom he regards (p. 333) as (mainly) a aceptio furbishing up
again "the essential theses of Sextos Empiricus " ; but he usually seeks
hisphilosophic alliet in other camps.

That he can find such allies at all becomes intelligible when we discover
what he means by scepticism. It appears from his answer to the old ob-
jection that a complete denial of knowledge destroys itself by applying
also to the denial itself (p. 350 !•). Prof. Bensi waves it aside as mere
verbalism,' because for him scepticism means only a denial that philosophy
is knowledge, and leaves both ' facts' and ' faith' intact. It can re-
cognise that ' facts ' are, and denies only that they can be explained.
Thus in short, and in principle, it is "nothing but empiricism" (p.
368 n.). It is compatible also with practical certainty (p. 398), and has
nothing to fear from a line of thought which substitutes it for theoretic
Consequently it can swallow pragmatism whole, without a twinge.

But can it also digest it ? The purely theoretio character Prof. Bensi
ascribes to soeptioiam renders this doubtful. No doubt, if to overcome
scepticism it is necessary to do so 'theoretically,' "on the ground on
which it arises and with arms taken solely from that ground " (p. 398),
nnd if there is no conceivable objection to the position that a belief may
be at once theoretically false and practically indispensable and all the
better for being false, pragmatism not only cannot overcome soeptioisin,
but must merge into it. For pragmatism does not offer any ' purely
theoretic' cure for doubt. It mutt admit that " reason as such " does not
extricate itself from the contradictions in which it gets involved. But
then pragmatism does not draw the old sceptical inference from this
situation, but deals with it in an essentially novel manner. It points out
that there is no such thing as ' reason as such,' that it is an abstraction or
fiction. It refuses to sever 'theoretic ' truth from its ' practical' conse-
quences. It regards the union of theoretic falsity with practical value as
a monstrosity, which can hardly be tolerated as a starting-point, and can-
not stand as the conclusion, of a philosophio inquiry. la short it challenges
the finality of the distinction between theory and practice, and the irrele-
vance of practical value to theoretic truth. And so it is entitled to hold
that the unworkableness of a belief it an argument against it. If a pro-
fessed ' sceptic' act* a* if he believed, he casts a doubt on his profession.
His disbelief falls under suspicion of being make-believe. Ann if he can-
not but affirm by his acts the belief he repudiates in words, he refutes his
scepticism in a far more final and conclusive manner than by any trick
of dialectics. This is not to say, however, that all scepticism is impos-
sible. It implies only that, to be tenable, scepticism must become
practical and develop also a mode of living.

F. 0. S. SCHUUB.

The Psychology of Society. By MOBBIS GIWBBKRG, M.A., Lecturer in
Philosophy, University College, London. London: Methuen & Co.,
Ltd., 1921. Pp. xvi, 17*. 6s.

This book is presumably intended as a general introduction and guide for
thoee who want to know what Social Psychology is about, the sort of
things that are being discussed and the different views that are being
maintained within tbat branch of knowledge. .As suoh, it fulfils it* pur-
pose admirably. Mr. Ginsberg's style is always perfectly lucid, his com-
ments and criticisms are always shrewd and to the point, he has a wide
knowledge of recent literature on the subject, and be has something to tell
us about most of the important questions that have been raised and the
views that have been put forward. There are discuaaions on the nature
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and functions of Instinct, on the place of Reason and Will in social life,
on the idea of a group-mind, on the General Will, on the nature of com-
munity, on the psychology of the crowd, on organisation and democracy,
and several other kindred questions.

The greater part of the book is critical. Mr. Ginsberg is a very cautious
and conservative thinker aud very slow to oommit himself to any positive
conclusion. When he does, it is generally to some well-tested view which
can claim weighty support. Thus he definitely ranges himself on the side
of those who, like Prof. Hobhouse, look to the individual personality
rather than to the organised society as the fundamental fact in mural and
social questions. He definitely rejects any idea of a group-mind,—his
criticisms of the obscurities and confusions of Dr. McDougalTs position
on this question are particularly good,—and he refuses to accept any such
notion of a General Will as that put forward by Dr. Bosanquet and other
Idealists. He is also in reaction against the modern anti-intellectualist
tendencies in Psychology, and brings against them the well-founded re-
proach that they are founded on an entirely inadequate idea of what
reason and the intellect are and on "a false separation between reason or
rational will and impulse". His summary of the objections to Dr.
McDougall's view of the role of the instincts is clear and forcible. So,
too, is his criticism of Mr. Trotter and his idea of the herd-instinct. He
points out very clearly the dangerous tendency of both these writers to
over-simplification in their attempts to reduce a number of complex facts
to some one simple process, attempts which invariably end in leaving out
just those features in the situation that we most want to explain. He
complains, equally justifiably, of the tendency of such writers to regard
the instincts as a number of independent entities, and " to look at the
ornaniam as a whole as a kind of aggregate of them ". In fact, on almost
every subject that he touches, he has something shrewd and pertinent
to say.

Tet even in his criticisms he leaves us too often with a sense of incom-
pleteness. We feel that there is a lot more to be said, and that he often
leaves off just as he was getting to the real fundamental point. We got
the impression rather of a series of occasional reflexions than of a systematic
treatment of the subject. No doubt this arises in part from the task that
he has set himself of dealing with so many different points in such a brief
space. But it is particularly unfortunate when he oomoa to deal with Dr.
Bosanquet's view of the General Will. His criticisms here are fair as far
as they go. But Dr. Bosanquet would probably answer that they had
never faced the real fundamental points at issue. A view which rests so
much on such a deeply-laid metaphysical foundation cannot be thus lightly
disposed of in a few pages.

The general criticisms that might be made on the book are, firstly, that
it shows a certain lack of originality, secondly, that it is somewhat discon-
nected, and, finally, that it gives us very little but negative results. These
are really, perhaps, criticisms rather of the present state of our knowledge
in these matters than of the author individually. It is true that hardly
any po-itave results have yet been attained in Social Psychology, eicept
those which are plainly false or inadequate It is true, also, that no one
has yet found a single guiding thread through the complicated maze of
social phenomena. But it is a question whether there is not a certain
obligation on anyone who writes a book on the subject to make some at-
tempt to advance the study to some degree and to give us some new know-
ledge. Mr. Ginsberg's book gives a great deal of information to those who
wish to know how far we have got. But it is not likely to take us any
further.

G. 0. F I D D .
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